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“Land  for  the  Landless.” 


THE 


Record  of  Parties 


OX  THE 


HOMESTEAD  PRINCIPLE. 


“LAND  FOR  THE  LANDLESS.” 


At  it.s  late  Convention  in  Cincinnati,  tin*  Dcjiiocracy,  in  its  platforni,  iutro- 
(liice<l  a plank  .^naranteeing  “the  public  lands  to  actual  setrlev.'i."  Xotv,  what, 
in  all  the  past,  in  the  many  yeais  in  which  it  was  in  control  of  all  Departments 
of  the  Grovernment,  was  the  attitud  i of  the  Democracy  in  relation  to  the  ])ub- 
lic  lands  ? Did  it  ever  encoura.ere  their  settlement  by  small  ]):oprietors  ? Did 
it  ev'er  favor  the  free  homestead  principle  ? What  are  th<;  facts  ! 

In  18.o!)  it  was  estimated  that  there  were  within  the  States  and  Territories 
1,000,000,000  acres  of  the  public  lands  unentered.  The  great  (piestion  of  the 
day  was:  “What  shall  be  done  with  this  immense  domain?  fshall  it  bo  oi>eu 
to  monopoly  by  .speculators,  be  used  to  build  up  a landed  aristocracy,  or  shall 
it  be  reserved  to  actual  settiers  at  a nominal  price,  or  without  ])iice  The 
Republicans  proposed  to  solve  the  problem  by  practical  legislation  in  favor  of 
our  landless  people. 

Accordingly,  on  the  20th  of  January,  18o9,  in  the  House,  to  a bill  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  i-elating  to  ]ne-cmption.s,  Mr.  Grow,  of 
Penusylvama,  moved  to  amend  by  adding  the  following  section : 

“ Be  it. Mr  the  r enacted,  That  from  and  after  the  pas.sage  of  this  act  no 
public  land  .shall  be  exposed  to  sale,  bv  ]>roclamation  of  the  Pre.si dent,  unless 
the  same  sliall  Iiave  been  siirveyed  and  the  return  of  such  survey  duly  liled  in 
the  Land  Oliice  for  ten  years  or  more  before  such  sale.” 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  was  to  flank  the  land  monopoli.st.s,  to  dis- 
courage speculation  in  the  public  lands,  and  to  secure  to  the  pre-emptors,  to 
the  poor  and  industrious  settler,  ample  time  — ten  years  or  more  — in  which  to 
clear  up  his  farm  and  to  pay  for  it  from  the  proceeds  of  the  soil.  Its  practical 
effect  would  secure  the  bulL  of  the  pul)lic  lauds  to  pre-emptor.s,  actual  settlers; 
would  give  them  a long  j)ay  day,  and  rescue  them  from  the  enormous  usury  of 
the  money  sharks,  in  borrowing  from  whom  they  were  compelled  to  heavily 
mortgage  their  lands.  Against  a measure  so  beneficent  and  certain  in  its  re- 
sults to  be  productive  of  wealth  and  power  to  the  Nation,  the  Soutliern  lauded 
Democracy,  the  .slave-holding  aristocracy,  indignantly  rebelled.  They  moved 
that  the  bdl  and  amendments  be  consigned  to  “ the  tomb  of  the  Capiilets,”  as 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  was  familiarly  and  aptly  termed.  That  motion 
was  defeated  by  a vote  of  92  to  90,  and  the  House  was  forced  to  a direct  vote 
on  Mr.  Glow’s  amendment.  The  amendment  was  carried  by  yeas  98,  naj's  81. 
But  the  bill  as  amended  was  defeated  by  a vote  of  95  nays  to  91  yeas. " The 
Republicans  voted  unanimou.sly  for  the  ameudiuent,  as  they  did  for  the  bill  as 
amended.  Every  Southern  .member  except  two,  Mr.  Blafr,  of  Missouri,  and 
Henry  Winter  Davis,  of  Maryland,  voted  solidly  against  the  bill  as  amended. 
Only  eight  Democrats,  Northern  Democrats  of  "the  Douglas  school,  dared  to 
support  the  bill  as  amended,  with  their  votes;  and  the  character  of  the  opposi- 
tion is  exposed  in  the  indignant  criticism  of  Mr.  Cavanaugh,  of  Minnesota,  a 
Douglas  Democrat.  He  said : 

“ I say  it  frankly— I .say  it  in  sorrow— that  it  was  to  the  Republican  .side  of 
this  Hou.se  to  whom  we  were  compelled  to  look  for  support  of  this  ju.st  and 
honorable  measure.  Gentlemen  from  the  South,  gentlemen  who  have  broad 
acres  and  wide  plantations,  aided  here  to-day  by  their  votes  more  to  make 
Republican  States  in  the  North  than  b.y  any  vote  which  has  been  cast  within 
the  last  two  years.  These  gentlemen  come  here  and  ask  us  to  sujiport  the 
South  ; yet  then,  to  a man  almost,  vote  against  the  free,  independent  labor  of  the 
North  and  TTcst.” 

Mr.  Cavanaugh  declared  that  he  had  “inherited  his  DemocriTicA';”  that  he 
had  been  a “ Democrat  from  his  boyhood;”  that  he  “believed  in  the  great 
truths  as  enunciated  by  the  ‘fathers  of  the  faith,’”  and  “cherished  them  reli- 
giously.” He  added: 

“ But,  sir,  when  I see  Southern  gentlemen  come  up  as  they  did  to-daj',  and 
refuse  by  their  votes  to  aid  my  con.stituents  — refuse  to  place  the  actual  tiller 
of  the  soil,  the  honest,  industrious  laborer  beyond  the  grasp  and  avarice  of  the 
speculator,  I tell  you,  sir,  I falter  — I hesitate  I” 
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?ain  on  the  1st  o£  Febrnavy,  the  question  was  bronjjht  before  the  House 
1 II.  R.  7‘3,  to  “.secure  homesteads  to  actual  .settlers.'’  Again  the  Democ- 
ttempte<l  to  defeat  it,  even  to  prohibit  all  discussion  of  its  merits,  by 
mentary  .strategy.  A motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was  lost  by  a vote  of 
hi,  to  yeas  71,  am.l  the  House  was  forced  to  a direct  vote.  The  bill  was 
tassed — yeas  120.  nays  70. 

:jain,  the  Republicans — every  man  of  them — voted  for  tlie  bill — voted  to 
ntee  the  public  lands  to  actual  sett  levs— voted  to  donate  land  to  the 
‘ss.  Again  tlui  .Southern  slave-holding  aristocracy,  yclept  the  Democ- 
-a  large  majority  of  the  Democracy — voted  solidly  against  the  bill,  voted 
ly  homesteads  to  the  people  from  the  ]iublic  lainls.  Only  three  Southern 
>er.s,  Jones,  of  Tennes.see,  Jewett,  of  Kentucky,  and  Craig,  of  Missouri, 
le  manline.s.s,  the  patriotism,  to  vote  to  .secure  the  public  lauds  to  actual 
rs. 

1 the  17th  of  February,  in  the  Senate,  Ren.  Wade,  of  Ohio,  moved  to 
>ne  all  prior  onler.s,  audtakeiipthehome.sitead  bill  which  had  thus  passed 
[ou.se.  A characteristic  debate  ensued.  The  .slavehohling  aristocracy, 
>uthern  landed  Democraev,  antagonized  the  home.stead  with  the  appro- 
on  bills.  Said  R.  M.  T.  Hunter,  of  Virginia,  “I  hope  there  will  be  no  ef- 

0 press  this  homestead  bill  .so  as  to  di.splace  the  approin-iation  bills.” 

1 few  weeks  of  the  se.ssion  remained,  and  an  “extended  debate”  and  loss 
api)ropriation  bills  were  thr<‘atened  if  the  homestead  was  pres.sed.  Ren. 
rejoined  that  the  friends  of  the  bill— the  Republicans— wanted  no  de- 
The  mea.sure  for  years  had  been  before  the  couutrv,  had  be(^  di.scnssed 

its  bearings,  and  there  was  no  measure  in  which  the  peopk^wei  e moi’O 
V' interested.  Rata  vote  was  what  theSouthein  landed  Democracy  ma- 
ired  to  avoid  or  <lefeat.  Said  Mr.  Hunter,  “ 1 do  not  conceal  the  tact 
uuch  opposed  to  it,”  that  is  to  giving  “laud  to  the  landless,”  and  his  col- 
ts the  notorious  Mason  declared  that  he  intended  “to  go  into  it  pretty 
y,  because  he  had  not  yet  known  a bill  .so  fraught  with  mischief,  and 
•cf  of  the  most  demoralhinn  kind." 

1ms  the  proposed  donation  of  the  public  lands  to  actual  settlers — to  the 
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n— was  to  the  Democratic  mind,  to  the  Southern  slaveholding  Democracy 
hiefoftlie  most  demomUzinfj  kind."  All  the  new  State.s"  were  “free 
s”  all  were  hostile  to  the  doctrine  and  the  ejrmnsion  ofslaveni. 


vas  not  Old  y a great  i»eril,  but  an  ab.solute  abomination.  Slavery,  in  their 
lent,  was  tb.e  only  proper  basis  for  a Republican  government. 

The  slave  ma.sters,  constituting  an  intelligent  and  a spirited  aristocracy 
>eded  the  necessity  of  an  order  of  nobility,”  and  the  consolidation  of  dll 
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ion  ot  the  workinr/man,  whether  white  or  Mack,"  and  infamous  plans  were 
ated  to  abolish  free  societii  and  to  reduce  white  labor  to  slaverii  Their  in- 
'!  slogan  was:  Liberty  for  the  few,  slavery  in  every  form  for  the  masses.'’ 

ms  to  .Mason  and  the  Deniocracy  the  pniposition  to  give  land  to  the  land- 


ridge 


^u1>]cet  peutling  i>efore  rhe  Senate.  Whereupon  Mr, 
Wade  inoveu  to  po.stpoue  the  Cuba  aiul  coutinue  rhe  consideratiou  of  the  home- 
stead bill,  that  motion  was  also  carried — yeas  27,  nays  20.  All  the  Reiinblic- 
mis  voting  tor  it  ; all  the  ‘Southern  Denn^crats  except  ^Iessrs,  Jidin  liell  and 
Andy  Jolinson,  of  rennessee,  voting  against  it.  Again  the  homestead  was  be-  , 
tore  the  ^Senate,  again  Mr.  Hunter  moved  to  lav  it  aside.  Mr.  Wade  and 
Mr.  Seward,  in  energetic  terms,  exliorted  tlie  friemls  of  tlie  bill  to  stand  linn, 
but  Iluntersmotum  prevailed.  Yeas  2S,  nays  28;  and,  that  being  a tie,  Vice 
President  hrcckenridge  gave  tlie  casting  vote  against  the  homestead;  everv 
vote  for  Hunter’s  motion  being  Democratic,  and  every  vote  but  three  against 
It  being  Republican.  For  tlie  moment  the  homestead  was  beaten. 

On  the  19th  of  February,  two  days  afterward,  Senator  Wade  again  moved 
to  set  aside  all  prior  orders  and  take  up  tlie  liomestead  bill.  The  motion  was 
defeated.  Yeas  (all  Republicans  but  tive)  24,  nays  (all  Democrats)  :]1.  On  the 
2oth  of  February  the  motion  to  take  up  tlie  homesteml  bill  was  again  antagon- 
ized by  the  Cuba  bill.  The  Cuba  bill  prevailed.  Yeas  (all  Democrats)  3.>,  iiavs 
(all  Republic;pis  but  live)  28.  After  a debate— ‘Cm  idle  debate’’— pnitracted 
fhe  night,  and  resoited  to  only  as  a means  of  killing  the  homesteml 
bill,  the  Republicans,  at  ten  (/clock  n.  m.,  made  an  cTort  to  bring  tlie  latter  bill 
before  the  Senate.  In  the  debate  which  ensued  Mr.  Seward  urged: 

'Wfter  nine  hours  yielding  to  tlie  discussion  of  the  Cuba  rpiestion,  it  is 
tune  to  coaie  back  toYAc  {fveat  question  of  the  day  and  the  aye.  Tin*  Senate  may  as 
well  me(d  face  to  face  the  issue  whicli  is  before  them.  It  is  an  issue  ])resented 
by  the  competition  between  these  two  (lucstioiis.  (Jne,  the  liomestead  bill,  is 
of  homes,  of  lands  for  the  landless  freemen  of  the  United  States.  The 
Cuba  bill  IS  a question  of  slaves  to  the  slave-holders  of  the  United  States.''^ 

Said  old  Ben.  Wade  in  his  brusque  way: 

fi  . 1-  J glad  that  this  question  Jias  at  longtli  come  up.  I am  glad  too 

that  it  has  antagonized  witli  this  nigger  question.  1 have  been  trving  here  for 

1 f .stvaiarht- forward  vote  upon  this  -reat  question  of  ‘ land 

roi  tlK  landless.  I ,<»-lqiy  in  that  measure.  It  is  t!u^  .irreatest  that  lias  ever 
come  liehne  the  Aniericaii  .senate,  and  it  lias  now  conn?  so  tliat  there  is  no 

nUjoerless,  or 

off  homestead  hill  was  again  lost,  and  no  further 

attempt  at  tliat  session  was  ma-de  to  get  it  before  tlie  Senate 

At  the  next  sessifin,  on  the  (Ith  of  March,  18(10,  iu  the  House,  Mr.  Lovejov, 
fiom  the  Committee  on  1 ublic  Lands,  reported  to  the  House  the  Growbill  ’^to 
•secure  homestemls  to  actual  settlers  on  the  jmhlic  dom.iin.”  The  hill  was  re^ 
ttiK  (1  to  tlie  Committee  ot  the  Whole.  (Ju  .\Iarch  12.  on  motion  of  Mr  Lov^e- 

'InJ’h  ‘nnv-  Honimittee  of  the  Wiiole  by  a vote  of  veas 

lOo  to  n.ij.s  6<--tlie  nays  being  all  Democrats,  or  .Southern  men— when' Mr. 
Rianch,  ot  Nmdii  Ciirohn.i.  lueltectii  illy  moved  to  lav  the  hill  on  the  talile— 

na,\M  IL.  1 he  bill  was  tlicu  passed — yeas  11>,  niv's  0>  Vll  the  Ronnbb'p*in^i 
Ind  Dl'mo^^^  against  tlie.u  were  from  slaVe* States 

On  the  17tli  of  April,  in  the  Senate.  Andrew  Johnson,  of  Tennessee,  reported 

!f?o/i  labile  Hands  as  a substitute  for  the  Grow  lloine- 

. tend  bill  \\  Inch  had  passed  the  House,  a bill  granting  homestead  to  actnol 
settlers  at  twemty-f  ve  cents  per  acre,  but  not  i.rcluding  i re"^t  rs  ?h 
cupying  public  lands.  When  this  bill  ciune  before  tlie  Senate  for  actioTMr. 
\yidi,  moved  to  substitute  the  Grow  bill  for  it,  which  motion  was  lost— yeas 
2(1,  nays,  31.  All  the  Republicans  yoted  for  it,  and  all  the  voteVa4iilst  it 
8 10th  of  May,  the  Johnson  bill  pa.ssed— veas  44,  nays 

8.  riieHIouse  refu.sed  to  concur,  the  Senate  to  recede,  and  the 'result  was' a 

committees  of  the  two  Houses.  On  June 
>.';p  kuff  came  to  an  agreement  by  the  IIou.se  accepting  the  Senate 

House  : •'■iiendmeuts.  Said  .Mr.  Colfai  iu  reporting  the  comprouS  to 

of  the'HmlSfldll  * *•  *"  Iwncstead  principle 

hat !>'•■*'  'is  «t.*-  iiut;  ■•thin  k! 


i 


Th  < ivitovt  of  the  coramitteo  of  eonforenco  tlu;  TIoiiso  aA'ieeil  to— yeas  no, 
navsr>]-  all  the  aavs  V»eiiur  Demoevatie  from  the  slave  States.  1 he  Senate 
al>o  a.!,  reed  to  the' re])ort— veas  :J!J.  nays  2._  lint  eycai  so  scanty  a measure  ot 
iusticf  to  our  landless  i)eo]>h‘  ('‘hall  a h>at  ) was  June  Vvd,  vetoed  )\  1 
tlrnt  r>  irluninn.  lit*  in  (*lVect  it  as  im\‘oustitutiouai,  unjust  to  tlie 

„1,1  <,;,fes— uiKMiual  in  its  o])eratious  and  lurteuded  henehts  mid  one  wlncli 
‘•wil’  - o far  to  (lemorali/.e  tin*  peoiile/’  or  in  th<-  lauyua^u-  ot  .U:ison,  Ol  \ ir- 


jriiiia 


111  he  Senate  m which  the  iull  ori.ii-mateu,  rnis  veio  was  sn.>iaiueu 
of  1!)  t"  U ; two-thirds  not  votine:  to  pass  the  hill  over  lluch  iuau  s oh.ieetious. 
Every  di'puhlicaii  present  voted  to  pass  the  hill,  while  all  the  nays  were  trom 

tile  S(t:  ili  and  Democrats.  t, 

Hut  ln‘  scepter  was  ahout  to  fall  trom  the  hands  ot  the  Democvacr  — the 

landed  slave-holdiu-  aristocra.w  of  the  South.  On  ihe  4th  (it  ^1  arch,  IShl, 


ith  “slaverv  as  its 


maioritv  in  hoth  liouses,  liastened  to  redeem  their  pled-es  to  the  country— to 
our  la  n'lless  millions,  h\  the  eiiactimuit  of  the  llonu'steadlaw  uoav  on  our  stat- 
ute ho  iks.  And  instead  of  heing  “ fraught  with  mischief  of  the  iiiost  deiiKor- 
ali/.iii!.  kind''  as  (Imiouuccd  hy  the  Deyiocracy,  its  wisdom  aml.jnsticis  ihs  hen- 
olicaur  rc.sults  alike  to  the  States  aiul  nation  may  be  seen  by  the  toilow  iiig 


tables : 

Numl  er  of  hoinesttanl  entvi(^s  made  under  the  act  up  to  date...^  461:5197 
Numl  er  living  on  sucli  homesteads— fat  the  low  avera,^e  of  4.35  ^ 

)er  family) 3501952»>6 

Numl  vv  of  acrefi  entered  under  the  act  up  to  date 515  133^15^ 

Equa  lin^  the  area  of  the  following  seven  States — 

New  ] lainpshire 5,030,200 

^lassr  ehusetts • 4,002,000 

lihod*  Island * 835,M40 

CiUiiK  (*tieut 3,0-40,000 

New^'ork 30,080,000 

New  Jersey 5,324,800 

Delav  are 1,356,800 

51,568,640 

Plus  1 early  lialf  tlie  area  of  the  State  of  Maryland 2,864,518 

54,433,158 

Tilt  })opulation  of  2,010,256  souks  thus  added  to  the  Union  equals  the  popu- 
lation of  tlie  following  eight  States,  viz  : 

Calift  ruia 560,247 

Minin  sota - 430,706 

Oreg(  n 00,i)23 

Kansas 364,300 

Neva  la - 

Nebr:  ska - 122,003 

Color  ulo - - 30,804 

Florii  Li - - • - 187,  * kS 

1,848,371 

Plus  over  2-(kof  tlie  population  of  Arkansas 170,885 


2,019,256 

Thi  s adding  a hardy,  intelligent,  industrious,  and  patriotic  population  to  the 
State.,  iu  which  tliese  homesteads  were  located,  enhancing  greatly  the  value 
of  ill  5 lauds  of  those  States,  enlarging  their  productive  industries,  creating 
prolitible  markets  for  those  industries  and  thus  iucreasiug  the  wealth  and 
powe  ■ of  the  States  and  nation  to  a degree  immeasurably  greater  than  the 


v;iliKM.(  the  lauds  to  lluj  Dovcnimcur  wluui  tlius  duimtcd.  And  all  iliis  in  de- 
Sjiit(-  tli('  P('isist('iit  o].l)osi(ioii  of  tlie  Dcmociacv.  Hostile  iu  all  their  h-isla- 
tuai  IU  all  tlu-ir  ineasurcs.  pnuciiiles.  j,iid  ]mriioses.  in  all  their  ii.-st  lifHorv 
wmle  iii  possession  and  eoutroDd'  all  deiiartmeiits  of  t he  ( JoVemmeiit,  -o 
iiowmu  all  Its  reeeid  acts  m control  of  ( 'oiigress,  its  hostililvlo  the  landless 
lalmivr.  to  t.u-  oce-tpaiicy  .d’  the  ],nl.Iie  lauds  hy  actual  setll.-rs,  is  as  umrkeii 
and  uiahgiiaiit  as  ]>rior  b)  tlie  relu  llioii. 

riiat  is  demonstrated  I»y  i(.>  persistent  and  systematic  ellhrts  to  cripide  if 
nor  wholly  destroy  the  ellieiem-y  id'  tlie  ( hmera!  Laud  oiliee.  Apiieals  made 
agatu  ami  agyiii  hy  t he  ( (iiiiniis>i<.uer  of  the  (hmeial  Laud  oflice,  >ii|ii>oited 
■ 'n  • ’ fiderior,  (o  Cougress,  for  larger  ainiroiiriatioiis  with 

wliieh  to  secure  more  room  and  an  increased  clerical  foreeal.solnlelv  demanded 
hy  tlie  iirompi  and  ethrient  execution  of  iis  inmeasing  husiness'.  Imv- lieeu 
contemptuously  denied  l.y  the  I teimc.n aey ; while  hut'  reeeiitlv.  (hiring  re- 
(■oiistruetion,  in  t.ie  rejxn  ts  of  the  Gene; aiseommandiiig  the  several  iiiilitarv 
districts,  this  ilia  ignant  hostility  was  develojied  in  tlie  violent  eximlsion  df 
setters,  who,  nniler  t h(- luimestead  act , ati emptt d to  locate  the  lands  of  tlie 
Nmtii.  Hence  this  plank  ot  the  latest  i )emocratic)4at  form  is  simplv  an  impu- 
(teiit  and  Irauduleiit  attemiit  to  a]iiiKiiiriate  one  of  the  oldest  of  ilepuldiean 
measures,  hut  the  atteiiijit  is  too  sliallow— it  will  dt'ceive  no  omn  The  hrief- 
est  reiereiiee  to  tin-  Di  iiHieratic  record  ex]ioses  the  fraud  of  the  atteuipf.  The 
uo]i(itioii  ol  tin*  ]nibln*  lands  to  actual  settlers — tlie  hoiiu^stiaid  laiuenile — the 
great  heueliceiil  measure  <d’  the  day  amt  tin*  age"— is  a distinguishiii.'  leimb- 
lieaii  measure  and  no  ini] indent  or  fraudulent  attemi.t  or  claim  of  the  Democ- 
lacy  can  roh  the  llepublioaus  of  gle.rv. 


•V.II; 


